Discussion

The joint motion for approval of the settlement in this case is

executed by counsel for all parties, including the complainant Lansalot A, Qlguin,
by and through his attorney.  The settlement proposals reflect that Mr, Olguin
has entered into separate settlement agreements with each of the named
respondents, and the parties state that the settlement is intended to settle
and dispose of any and all claims arising out of Mr. Olguin's discrimination
cases filed in the captioned dockets.  Upon approval of the settlement,
the parties jointly move for a dismissal of this matter.

The terms of the settlement agreements executed by the parties are
Included with the motions, and they are a matter of record. The parties
state that in order to put this matter to rest and to avoid additional
litigation time and expense, and upon approval of the settlement proposal,
the named respondents will each pay to the complainant the sum of $1,000
In full settlement of their respective disputes.

Conclusion

After full consideration of all of the pleadings filed by the parties
in this matter, including the terms of the settlement, I conclude and find
that the settlement disposition is a reasonable resolution of the disputes
and that approval of same is in the public interest.

ORDER

In view of the foregoing, the motion for approval of the settlement
IS GRANTED, the settlement IS APPROVED, and upon full compliance with the
terms thereof, this matter IS DISMISSED.

George A.   Koucras
Administrative Law Judge
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